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sweeping, wholesale changes to the
way patent applicants and patent hold-
ers are allowed to pursue their rights.
One of these so-called minor correc-
tions entirely removes section 145 from
the law, which allows patent applicants
to bring suit in civil court if they are
not getting due consideration at the
Patent Office. In other words, if the
government employees at the Patent
Office are blatantly not doing their job
for some reason, whether it is corrup-
tion or incompetency, the patent appli-
cant now by this rule, by this bill, will
not be able to seek justice in the court
system. This is totally inconsistent
with what our national tradition is all
about.

Removing section 145 concentrates
all decisional power within the Patent
Office, with the exception of an appeal
to the circuit, which is required to give
deference to the Patent Office through
that process. That is exactly the oppo-
site of what we want to do. We want to
make sure that people have a legal
right, if our government is off base, to
appeal it to another branch of govern-
ment. That’s why we have the judicial
and the legislative and the executive
branches of government. Here again,
part of the bill is going in exactly the
wrong direction.

A review of this legislation titled ‘A
Small Business and Startup Perspec-
tive on the Goodlatte Patent Bill,” this
is an analysis of the patent bill that we
are talking about:

would gratuitously repeal 35 U.S.C. section
145, which has long protected patent appli-
cants’ fundamental right of de novo judicial
review of adverse patentability determina-
tions by the Patent Office.

They note here that since 1836, any-
body could repeal a decision within the
Patent Office, but now they want to
take that away, diminish the rights of
our inventors, which will mean that we
will not have the same type of innova-
tion and creativity that we have en-
joyed in this country.

All of this is being done on the no-
tion that these evil trolls are driving
up the number of patent litigations. An
independent report from the World In-
tellectual Property Organization, as
well as a study from the U.S. Govern-
ment Accountability Office, says that
is not true. So-called trolls may be
backing up the little guys, but that is
not a major cause of litigation.

So we have the experts telling us
that their excuse is wrong, and the
GAO suggests that there are many
things we can do, but what is being
suggested in this bill and others is
going exactly the wrong way.

The bottom line is these provisions
make it more difficult for the patent
holder to defend his rights and raises
the stakes so that the downside of pur-
suing an infringement in cases becomes
more costly. We are hurting the little
guy. We are making it difficult for the
mainspring of human progress. The
ideas, the creativity of our country and
our countrymen can be brought to play
to uplift the lives of our people, to cre-
ate more energy, to create higher qual-
ity goods, to make sure that we com-
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pete with the hordes of people in Africa
and China and India.

Instead, if we are going to do that,
we have to have the best technology,
and we are taking our great national
asset of a Patent Office that has helped
our country over the years, has helped
us keep our country safe by producing
the best defense technology, to keep
ourselves competitive so that the aver-
age American can outproduce their
counterparts overseas—we are now
going to take what has given us that
ability, which is the genius of our in-
ventors, and we are going to squash it
by giving in to corporate interests of
multinational corporations that are
not owing their allegiance to us, but
instead owe their allegiance to their
company, which they see now as an
international company, not even an
American company.

I ask my colleagues to pay close at-
tention to this legislation and to join
me in rejecting this attempt to dimin-
ish the fundamental property rights,
intellectual property rights of the
American people in the name of some
troll or some scary title that would get
us away from the basic fundamentals
of what is being proposed. I would ask
my colleagues to join me in opposing
this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today and the balance of
the week on account of an illness in
the family.

Mr. COOPER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today and October 29 and 30
on account of the death of a family
member.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 51 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, October 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3399. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Methyl Parathion; Removal
of Expired Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-
0332; FRL-9401-3] received September 25, 2013,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

3400. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Suspen-
sion of Community Eligibility; Connecticut:
Ansonia, City of, New Haven County; [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2013-0002] [Internal Agency
Docket No.: FEMA-8301] received October 7,
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

October 28, 2013

3401. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Extension of
Temporary Registration of Municipal Advi-
sors [Release No.: 34-70468; File No. S7-19-10]
(RIN: 3235-AK69) received September 26, 2013,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3402. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Quality: Revision to
Definition of Volatile Organic Compounds —
Exclusion of 2,3,3,3-tetrafluoropropene [EPA-
HQ-OAR-2010-0605; FRIL-9900-53-OAR] (RIN:
2060-AR70) received September 25, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

3403. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule
for the Update of the Motor Vehicle Emis-
sions Budgets for the Lancaster 1997 8-Hour
Ozone Maintenance Area [EPA-R03-OAR-
2013-0058; FRI.-9901-21-Region 3] received Sep-
tember 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3404. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; West
Virginia; West Virginia’s Redesignation Re-
quest for the Wheeling, WV-OH 1997 Annual
Fine Particulate Matter Nonattainment
Area to Attainment and Approval of the As-
sociated Maintenance Plan [EPA-R03-OAR-
2012-0368; FRL-9901-41-Region 3] received Sep-
tember 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3405. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Washington: Thur-
ston County Second 10-Year PM10 Limited
Maintenance Plan [EPA-R10-OAR-2013-0088;
FR1-9901-34-Region 10] received September
25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3406. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — FD&C Blue No. 1; Exemp-
tions from the Requirement of a Tolerance
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0568; FRI1.-9396-1] received
September 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3407. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — FD&C Yellow No. 5; Exemp-
tion from the Requirement of a Tolerance
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0945; FR1-9400-6] received
September 25, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

3408. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Maintenance, Testing, and Re-
placement of Vented Lead-Acid Storage Bat-
teries for Nuclear Power Plants Regulatory
Guide 1.129 Revision received September 27,
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3409. A letter from the Director, Inter-

national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f)
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